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t out DAN SMOOT 


THE CONGRESS STANDS 


Recently I visited with a famous federal judge, a man learned not only in the law but in many 
quar fields, a patriot, and, perhaps, the greatest jurist of the twentieth century. 


a I reminded him that I have for years been advocating impeachment of Earl Warren and most, 
; « if not all, other members of the Supreme Court, on the grounds of flagrant abuse of constitu- 
ically 


tional authority. The judge said my position is legally sound but impractical, because an impeach- 
Coun: ment becomes a personal thing which inflames passions and divides opinion into fixed pro 
or con positions having little concern for facts and principles but hardened into a defense of, 
of attack on, some personality. 


“What, then, can we do about the Supreme Court, which has become an arrogant oli- 
gatchy, determined to destroy our whole constitutional system, yet beyond the control of the 
Po people?” I asked him. 


solve 


The judge said: 


“You are on the right track in demanding action by Congress. The socialist revolution which 
has already done infinite damage to the American constitutional system would never have been 
possible if Congress had not supported it and appropriated public money to pay for it. 


“The constitutional remedy for every ill flowing from Washington can be found in the Con- 
rees gress of the United States.” 


gree 


[ asked the judge to illustrate. He said: 

iyed “The Congress has full constitutional authority, and responsibility, to specify and limit 
the appellate jurisdiction of the federal courts. Concerning the frightfully dangerous and un- 

id a P constitutional court meddling with the operations of public schools, for example, the Congress 


ving F should enact a simple statute saying that the federal courts have no jurisdiction in any case in- 


volving educational matters. 
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“That would take the courts out of this deli- 
cate field and nullify what they have already 
done. 


“Congress could pass a law denying the federal 
courts jurisdiction in all matters involving agri- 
culture. This would prohibit the courts from 
denying farmers their rights to run their own 
farms in their own way. 

“And, of course, Congress could repeal the 
Agriculture Adjustment Act, the Federal Hous- 
ing Acts, and all the other unconstitutional laws 
which give the color of legality to illegal and 
harmful governmental programs. 


“We habitually condemn the President for 
the disastrous and unconstitutional foreign aid 
programs. But the President is merely the chief 
propagandist for these programs: it is Congress 
which ‘authorizes’ them and confiscates our 
money to pay for them. 


“Our recourse is in the Congress, and we will 
not restore a free and independent American 
constitutional republic until the people elect 
Congressmen and Senators dedicated to that 
ideal.” 


How do the U. S. Congressmen from your 
district and the two U. S. Senators from your state 
stand on key issues that clearly reflect the side 
they are on in the great struggle of of our time 
—the struggle between individualism and col- 
lectivism, or, to put it another way, between free- 
dom under a constitutionally limited government 
and tyranny under an all-powerful welfare-state 
government? 


In this issue, we report as many significant roll- 
call votes as space permits. 


HR 6918— 
Foreign Aid for Latin America 


0. September 6, 1960, Douglas Dillon (then 
Undersecretary of State for Eisenhower, now Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for Kennedy) spoke to a 
conference of foreign ministers at Bogota, Co- 
lombia, promising Latin American nations $500 
million as a beginning for a mammoth U. S.-aid-to- 
Latin America program. See this Report, October 
10, 1960, “‘Sell-Out at San Jose.” 
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On January 18, 1961, President Eisenhower Mggt it 
asked Congress for legislation to authorize the fillars 
$500 million in aid which Dillon had already | 
promised. 

On March 14, 1961, President Kennedy asked $38 age 
again, making it clear in his message to Congres Hence, 
that the money is intended to finance revolution § sows 
south of the border. In t 


0. April 25, 1961, the House passed a }ilj 


(HR 6518) approving the $500 million start to. Js9 fc 
ward a Latin-American-Aid program which will} 
inevitably cost many billions of dollars. I 


HR 6518 also authorized an appropriation of 
$100 million to make up a deficit in the Chilean 0. 
Reconstruction and Rehabilitation Program for}14 pa 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1961. covera 


On May 9, 1961, the Senate passed this bill by} House 
a voice vote. On May 27, 1961, the Presiden 1961, 
signed it into Public Law 87-41. On 


The House roll-call vote on this measure was}amout 
329 for, 83 against. Four congressmen, not voting } senate 
“paired” (that is, went on record) for the bill-} recorc 
four “paired” against it. Hence, the roll-call vote taking 
as shown in Column 1, House Votes, of the tabu fysal 
lations below, reflects 333 Congressmen for the vote f 
$500 million-Latin-American-aid bill; 87 agains:fhelow 
13 neither voting nor taking a stand. 


§ 1922—Housing Bil 


L. sending his legislative program to Congres th 
this year, President Kennedy asked for a Federif 5 
Housing program that would cost 4 billion, 24 prog! 
million dollars. Early in the year, the Senate passelfthe F 
its own version of a ‘housing’ bill, and so did thiftemna 
House. ticip: 

On June 28, 1961, by roll-call votes, both Senfment 
ate and House passed the Conference Report ver 
sion of S 1922, which was sent to the Presidenh, 
as the Housing Act of 1961 and signed into Publif),..., 
Law 87-70 on June 30, 1961. tcip 


Supporters of this law say it will cost 4 billionftions 
886 million dollars (639 million more than thefsubs 
President had requested). Opponents estimattflege: 


Our ta 


lower Mat it will cost at least 8 billion, 999 million 
€ the dollars. 


kh the Senate, 53 voted for this housing bill; 
asked 38 against. Six went on record for; 3, against. 
pres; Hence, our tabulation (Column 1, Senate, below) 
lution @shows 59 Senators for; 41 against. 


In the House, 229 voted for; 176, against; 10 
ired for; 10 paired against; 12 did not vote. 
bill four tabulation (Column 2, House, below) shows 
tt to 39 for; 186 against; 12 no vote. 


HR 6027—Social Security 


vilean 0. April 20, 1961, the House by a vote of 400- 
n forfi4 passed HR 6027, expanding social security 
wvetage and increasing the payroll tax. The 
ill byHouse roll-call vote is reported in the May 22, 
ident 1961, issue of this Report. 


On June 26, 1961, the Senate passed an amended 
(but essentially the same) HR 6027 by what 
> Wasfamounted to a unanimous roll-call vote. Ninty 
oting | Senators actually voted for HR 6027; 9 went on 
billfrecord for; and Barry Goldwater refrained from 
| vote} taking a stand. In this case, we feel that a re- 
tabu-ffusal to take a stand is equivalent to a ‘liberal’ 
t thelvote for. So, in our tabulation (Column 2, Senate, 
ainsfhelow), we show all 100 Senators for HR 6027. 


§ 1154—Cultural Exchanges 


0. July 14, 1961, the Senate passed and sent 
18'hto the House S 1154, which, basically, combines 
edetifiall of our ‘cultural’ and ‘educational’ exchange 
, 4orograms into one (incorporating into one law 
asseif the Fulbright Act, the Smith-Mundt Act, the In- 
id th} ternational Cultural Exchange and Trade Fair Par- 
ticipation Act of 1956, and the Finnish Debt Pay- 
Senpment Act) 

t ver 
sid efi 


ubli 


This new, combination bill authorizes two fea- 
tures not specifically authorized in previous legis- 
lation: (1) it permits the United States to par- 
ticipate in programs sponsored by the United Na- 
illionftions; and (2) it permits the United States to 
n thfsubsidize foreign students attending foreign col- 
imattfleges — whereas, previously, we just subsidized 


foreign students attending American colleges: 
under this bill, we will do both. 


The estimated cost of this ‘exchange’ program 
for the 1962 fiscal year is 49 million dollars. Sen- 
ator J. William Fulbright (Democrat, Arkansas) 
criticized the program as too small, but voted for 
it. Senator Everett Dirksen (Republican, Illinois) 
criticized the bill as a “global aid-to-education 
bill,” but refrained from taking a stand when the 
bill came to a vote. 


The Senate vote was 79 for; 5 against; 1 paired 
for; 1 paired against; 9 announcing for; 5 not vot- 
ing. Hence, our tabulation (Column 3, Senate 
below) shows 89.for; 6 against; 5 no vote. 


HR 6094— 
Council of Economic Advisers 


0. April 10, 1961, President Kennedy asked 
Congress for authorization to increase the salaries 


and staff of his Council of Economic Advisers. 
The President said: 


“The Council advises the President on the 
state of the economy and policies to promote full 
employment, economic growth, and reasonable 
price stability. Problems of international eco- 
nomic policy as they relate to these goals are 
demanding an increasing share of the Council’s 
attention. I am also asking the Council to take 
on additional responsibilities with respect to na- 
tural resources and public works, manpower 
problems, economics of disarmament, and sev- 
eral other fields. For example, I have already 
announced that the Council will report to the 
President, the Congress, and the public on the 
status of natural resource programs in relation 
to national needs. The Council will be unable 
to discharge its duties without an increase in its 
personnel budget.” 


Becaeanan Henry S. Reuss (Democrat, Wis- 
consin) introduced HR 6094 to give the Presi- 
dent what he asked. On May 11, 1961, the House 
passed HR 6094, increasing appropriations for the 
Council of Economic Advisers to 2 million dollars 
for the 1962 fiscal year (Council budget for 1961: 
345 thousand). The House vote was 209 for; 136 
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against; 22 paired for; 22 paired against; 43 not 
voting. Our tabulation (Column 3, House, be- 
low) shows 231 for; 158 against; 43 no vote. 


HR 4614—Office of Tourism 


0. May 17, 1961, the House passed HR 4614, 
which creates the Office of International Travel 
and Tourism within the Department of Com- 
merce, and authorizes appropriations of 3 million 
dollars for the first year of the new agency, 4.7 
million dollars annually thereafter. The new 
agency will, presumably, somehow, encourage 
more foreigners to visit and tour the United 
States. 


The Senate passed its own version (S 610) of 
this bill by voice vote on February 20, 1961. 
Differences between House and Senate versions 
have not yet been compromised; hence, no bill 
has yet been sent to the President on the Office 
of Tourism. 


The House vote on May 17 was 305 for; 104 
against; 2 paired for; 2 paired against; 21 not 
voting. Hence, our tabulation (Column 4, House, 
below) shows 307 for, 106 against, 21 no vote. 


HR 7677— 
Increase in National Debt Limit 


0. June 26, 1961, the House passed HR 7677 
authorizing an increase in the national debt limit 
from the “permanent” $285 billion to a “tempor- 
ary” $298 billion for fiscal year 1962. The Senate 
passed the bill on June 28 by voice vote. 


U. S. Congressman James B. Utt (Republican, 
California) said: 

“It is now abundantly clear that the debt limit 
which we have just raised will have to be raised 
again in order to meet the proposed expendi- 
tures; and the cost of living will continue to soar, 
eroding the value of the American dollar at a 
speed more rapid than this country has ever 
witnessed. 


“This country can survive a depression much 
easier than it can survive uncontrolled inflation. 


against, 36 no vote. 


We can’t have our cake and eat it too; so, if the 
military is going to need an additional seve, 
billion dollars, we must abandon some of th 
‘gingerbread’ which politicians have been offe. 
ing the public for free. 

“This points up what Fletcher Knebel said jy 
one of his recent columns: ‘FDR proved a may 
can be President for life. Truman proved an 
man can be President. Ike proved we don’t nee 
one. Kennedy proves its dangerous to have one’’ 


The House vote on increasing the nationg| 
debt limit was 231 for, 148 against, 11 paired for, 
11 paired against, 36 not voting. Our tabulation 
(Column 5, House, below) shows 242 for, 159 


Reorganization Plans 


| aed the years, Congress has created a be. 
wildering number of administrative agencies to 
police the various laws governing business, com 
merce, labor, and so on. The purpose was to 
simplify law enforcement. The effect has been to 
transfer, to faceless bureaucrats, power and auth. 
ority that, constitutionally, should reside only in 
Congress — and even to delegate to these agencia 
more power than Congress itself can constitu 
tionally exercise. 


Already operating as legislative-judicial-and 
enforcement agencies, in violation of the constitu. 
tional principal of separation of powers, the at 


ministrative agencies are perennially pushing fo 
more power and bigger appropriations. 


Vai a few years ago, it was rather difficul 
for an administrative agency to get itself ‘reor 
ganized’ for more power, because Congress, whid 
created the agencies, had (at least, technically) 
to initiate and approve all basic changes. 


Under a ‘Reorganization Act’ passed during 
the Truman administration (and revised in tht 
wrong direction during Eisenhower's reign) Cor 
gtess further abdicated its constitutional respon 
sibility, permitting the President to utilize a Sor 
iet-style operation in expanding the powers ani 
functions of the administrative agencies. 
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The existing reorganization law permits the 
President to reorganize the administrative agen- 
dies as he pleases, requiring only that he notify 
Congress of what he has done. If neither House 
of Congress vetoes the presidential action (note 
that congressional veto of presidential action is 
a direct reversal of procedures provided for in 
gut Constitution) within 60 days, the President's 
‘feorganizations’ become law. 


Bien April to June 1961, President Kennedy 
informed Congress of his ‘reorganization’ plans 
for seven key agencies: Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC); Securities Exchange Com- 
mission (SEC) ; Civil Aeronautics Board (CAB) ; 
Federal Trade Commission (FTC); National 
labor Relations Board (NLRB); Federal Mari- 
time Board (FMB); Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board (FHLBB). All of the reorganizations were 
for the purpose of giving these powerful, and ir- 
responsible (that is, responsible neither to Con- 
gress nor to the public) agencies more irrespon- 
sible power than they already had. 


FCC — On June 15, 1961, the House disap- 
proved of Kennedy’s reorganization plans for the 
FCC. Even Sam Rayburn opposed the plans, be- 
cause they amended fundamental law, which is 
a function of Congress. Kennedy supporters now 
have regular legislation before both houses of 
Congress: HR 7856 in the House (favorably re- 
ported out of committee on July 17, 1961); and 
§ 2034, passed by voice vote in the Senate on July 
27. If Congress passes HR 7856 in such form as 
to make it reconcilable with S 2034, Congress 
will have authorized Kennedy’s FCC reorganiza- 


f tion plans, which Congress has already rejected 


as violating constitutional principles! 


The House killed Kennedy’s FCC reorganiza- 
tion plans on June 15, 1961, by approving HR 303. 
We simplify our tabulation (Column 6, House, 


in below) by showing all who supported Kennedy’s 


teorganization plans as voting “yea” and all who 
opposed the plans as voting “nay.” The actual 
vote on the measure that killed the plans was 
323 against Kennedy’s plan; 77 for; 9 paired for; 
9 paired against; 19 not voting. 
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SEC — On June 15, 1961, the House ap- 
proved Kennedy’s reorganization plans for the 
SEC: 212 for; 20 paired for; 176 against; 20 
paired against; 9 not voting. 


On June 21, 1961, the Senate disapproved Ken- 
nedy’s plans for SEC: 52 against; 3 announced 
against; 38 for; 1 announced for; 6 not voting. 


This is one of the few times during the year, 
when the Senate voted more conservatively than 
the House. 


Tabulations (Column 7, House; Column 4, 
Senate, below) are simplified to show those who 
were for Kennedy’s SEC plans, and those who 


were against the plans. 


CAB — On June 20, 1961, the House; and 
on June 29, 1961, the Senate, approved Kennedy’s 
plans for reorganizing the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. Tabulations below (Column 8, House; 
Column 5, Senate) are simplified to show those 
for and those against Kennedy’s plans. 


FTC — On June 20, 1961, the House; and on 
June 29, the Senate, approved Kennedy’s plans 
for reorganizing the Federal Trade Commission. 
Tabulations below (Column 9, House; Column 6, 
Senate) are simplified to show those for and 
those against Kennedy’s plans. 


NLRB — On July 20, 1961, the House re- 
jected Kennedy’s plans to reorganize the NLRB 
—reported in tabulations below (Column 10, 
House) simply as for or against Kennedy's plans. 


FMB — On July 20, 1961, the House, in effect, 
approved of Kennedy's plans to reorganize the 
Federal Maritime Commission, and to abolish 
the Federal Maritime Board, placing the Board’s 
functions in the reorganized Commission. This 
‘approval’ was effected by a complicated parlia- 
mentary maneuver in which the House refused to 
vote on Kennedy’s plans. The tabulation below 
(Column 11, House) is simplified to show those 
for and those against Kennedy’s plans. 


FHLBB — Neither house took action on the 
President’s plans to reorganize the Federal Home 
Loan Bank Board. Hence, the plans were ‘ap- 
proved’ by default of congressional action. 
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Tabulations 


In all columns, Y means a “liberal’’ vote in favor of administration 
pro} N means a “conservative” vote against; NV means no vote; 
and a dash means the person was not a voting member of Congress 
at = time. 

ouse: Column 1-Latin American Aid; 2-Housing; 3-Economic Advisers; 
4-Oftiee of Tourism; 5-National Debt; 6-FCC Reorganization; 1-SEC: 
8-CAB; 9-FTC; 10-NLRB; 11-FMB. 

Senate: Column 1-Housing; 2-Social Security; 3-Cultural Exchanges; 
4-SEC Reorganization; 5-CAB; 6-FTC. 


SENATE 


LABAMA 
Lister Hill 
John Sparkman 
KA 


J. W. Fulbright 

John L. McClellan 
CALIFORNIA 

Clair Engle 

Thomas Kuchel 
COLORADO 

Gordon Allott 

John A. Carroll 

CONNECTICUT 
Prescott Bush 
Thomas J. Dodd 
LAWA 


Spessard L. Holland 
GeorgeA. Smathers 
GEORGIA 
Richard B. Russell 
Herman E. Talmadge 
HAWAII 
Hiram L. Fong 
Oren E. Long 
IDAHO 
—_ Church 
Henry C. Dworshak 
ILLINOIS 
Everett M. Dirksen 
Paul H. Douglas 
INDIANA 
Homer E. Capehart 
R. Vance Hartke 
M. Hickenlooper 
J Miller 


Carlson 

Andrew Schoeppel 
KENTUCKY 

John Sherman Cooper 

B. Morton 


LOUIS 
Allen Ellender 
Russell B. Long 


AINE 
Edmund S. Muskie 
Margaret Chase Smith 
MARYLAND 
J. Glenn Beall 
John Marshall Butler 
MASSACHUSETTS 
Saltonstall 
Benjamin Smith II 
MICHIGAN 
Philip A. Hart 
Pat McNamara 
MINNESOTA 
Hubert Humphrey 
Eugene J. McCarthy 
MISSISSIPPI 
James O. Eastland 
John Stennis 
MISSOURI 
Edward V. Long 
Symington 


Mike 

Lee Metcalf 
NEBRASKA 

Carl T. Curtis 

Roman L. Hruska 
NEVADA 

Alan Bible 

Howard W. Cannon 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Styles Bridges 

Cotton 
NEW JERSEY 
Clifford P. Case 
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Den 

NEW YORK 
Kenneth B. Keating 
Jacob K. Javits 
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CAROLINA 
Sam J. Ervin, Jr. 
B. Everett Jordan 


Wayne Morse 

Maurine B. Neuberger 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Joseph S. Clark 


Claiborne Pell 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

= D. Johnston 

J. Strom Thurmond 
DAKOTA 


Albert Gore 


Frank E. Moss 
NT 


VIRGINIA 
reg F. Byrd 
Willis Robertson 
WASHINGTON 
M. Jackson 
n G. Magnuson 
WEST VIRGINIA 
Robert C. Byrd 
Jennings Randolph 
WISCONSIN 
William Proxmire 
Alexander Wiley 


Gale McGee 


ALABAMA 
Frank W. Boykin 
George M. Grant 
George W. Andrews 
Kenneth A. Roberts 
Albert Rains 
Armistead I. Selden, Jr. 
Carl Elliott 
Robert E. Jones 
George Huddleston, Jr. 
ALASKA 
Ralph J. Rivers 
ARIZONA 
John J. Rhodes 
Morris K. Udall 
ARKANSAS 
E. C. Gathings 
Wilbur D. Mills 
James W. Trimble 
Oren Harris 
Dale Alford 
Catherine D. Norrell 
CALIFORNIA 
Clem Miller 
Harold T. Johnson 
John E. Moss 
s. Mailliard 
John F. Shelley 
John F. Baldwin 
Jeffery Cohelan 
George P. Miller 
J. Arthur Younger 
Charles S. Gubser 
John J. McFall 
B. F. Sisk 
Charles M. Teague 
Harlan Hagen 
Gordon L. McDonough 
Alphonzo E. Bell, Jr. 
Cecil R. King 
Craig Hosmer 
Chet Holifield 
H. Allen Smith 
Edgar W. Hiestand 
James C. Corman 
Clyde Doyle 
Glenard P. Lipscomb 
John H. Rousselot 
James Roosevelt 
Harry R. Sheppard 
James B. Utt 
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_ NORTH DAKOTA 
Quenton N. Burdick 
Milton R. Young 
OHIO 
Frank J. Lausche 
Stephen M. Young 
OKLAHOMA 
Robert S. Kerr 
A. 8. Mike Monroney 
OREGON 
A 
Hugh Scott 
RHODE ISLAND 
John O. Pastore 
E. L. Bartlett 
Ernest Gruening 
ARIZONA 
Barry Goldwater 
Carl Hayden 
ARKANSAS 
Karl E. Mundt 
TENNESSEE 
Estes Kefauver 
TEXAS J 
John W. Tower ; 
Ralph Yarborough 
UTAH 
Wallace F. Bennett 
7" G D. Aik 
eorge D. en 
J. Caleb Boggs 
John J. Williams Winston L. Prouty BAW 
FLORIDA 
IDAH 
G 
R 
WYOMING 
J. J. Hickey 
Harrison Williams 
NEW MEXICO 
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